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1. This action is responsive to the amendment filed on October 14, 2004. Claims 1, 
5, 6, 13, and 14 were amended. Claims 1-15 are pending. Claims 1-15 represent a 
method and system for controlling an intelligent device through an instant messaging 
protocol over a communication network. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-9, and 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Masahide et al., EP 1093271 A2 published April 18, 2001 further in 
view of Appleman, U.S. Patent no. 6,750,881. 

Massahide teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system and 
method for supporting communication and conveying commands to physical devices 
through an instant messaging protocol (see abstract). 

As to claim 1 , Masahide teaches a method for controlling an intelligent device 
over a communication network, the method comprising the steps of: 

coupling the physical device having a first IRC client to a control station having a 
second IRC client using the communication network and IRC protocol (see figs. 1-3; col. 
8, lines 35-45; col. 9, Masahide discloses that a physical devices is connected to an 
instant messaging client); 

Massahide fails to teach the claimed limitation of Instant Messaging protocol. 
Massahide does teach that the intelligent device is controlled through an instant relay 
chat protocol (IRC) (see col. 1-2). 

However, communicating via an Instant Messaging (IM) protocol is old and well 
known in the art. 
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"Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of using Instant 
Messaging servers and protocol is old and well known in the art, as evidenced by many 
cited references in this office action including references such as "Appleman 881", 
Crawford 608", "Greene 173". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Masahide by implementing the intelligent device control in an Instant 
Messaging system since Instant Messaging systems represents an advanced protocol 
based on the Instant Relay chat. One would be motivated to do so since Instant 
Messaging is a popular protocol used on the Internet for real-time communication. 

controlling the intelligent device by sending an instant message from the control 
station, the instant message comprising a command (see col. 10, line 30; col. 1 1 , lines 
20-30, Masahide discloses that physical devices are added to an instant messaging 
channel and that control commands are relayed to the physical devices through the 
attached instant messaging client). 

Massahide fails to teach adding the intelligent device to an IM "buddy" list, the IM 
buddy list allowing access to the intelligent device. Masahide does teach that a channel 
is created and instant messaging clients and their associated physical devices join a 
chat channel, which allows access to the devices logged in to the channel (see col. 8- 
10). 

However, Appleman teaches a user definable on-line co-user lists (see abstract). 

Appleman teaches adding a client to an IM "buddy" list, the IM buddy list allowing 
access to the client's on-line status (see figs. 1-6; col. 3, lines 20-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Masahide by implementing a buddy list as taught by Appleman. One 
would be motivated to do so to define a user group. 

As to claim 2, Masahide teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising the 
step of identifying a status of the intelligent device to the control station by sending from 
the intelligent device to the control station a selected one of a plurality of On-line 
indicators (see col. 3, lines 15-20col. 10, lines 40-55, Masahide discloses that greetings 
and welcome are used indicate the status of joining a channel). 
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Massahide does not teach IM indicators. However, Appleman teaches a user 
definable on-line co-user lists (see abstract). 

Appleman teaches IM indicators (see figs. 1-6; col. 5, lines 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Masahide by implementing IM indicators taught by Appleman. One 
would be motivated to do so to implement an advanced real-time on-line protocol based 
on IM. 

As to claim 3, Masahide teaches the method of claim 1 . 

Massahide does not teach creating an IM user List and an access control List 
corresponding to the clients; and providing control of the intelligent device by the user in 
accordance with the access control List. Massahide does teach that an event table is 
defined for IRC clients joined in a chat room/channel that functions as an access control 
list for physical devices attached to IRC clients (see col. 9, lines 1-50). 
However, However, Appleman teaches a user definable on-line co-user lists (see 
abstract). 

Appleman teaches creating an IM user List and an access control List 
corresponding to the clients; and providing control of the intelligent device by the user in 
accordance with the access control List (see figs. 1-6; col. 3, lines 30-45, Appleman 
discloses a group name table 30 and a buddy list table 32 that defines a list of users in 
a buddy list and control tracking on-line status of the buddy list group). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Masahide by creating an IM user List and an access control List 
corresponding to the clients; and providing control of the intelligent device by the user in 
accordance with the access control List. One would be motivated to do so to restrict 
access to a predefined group of clients. 

As to claim 4, Masahide teaches the method of claim 1 . 

Masahide fails to teach the claimed limitation of authenticating at least one of a 
user, a server, and a proxy when sending and receiving an instant message. 

However, "Official Notice" is taken that the concept and advantages of 
authenticating at least one of a user, a server, and a proxy to an instant messaging 
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service is old and well known in the art as evidenced by many cited references in this 
office action including references such as Crawford 608" (see col. 10-14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Masahide by specifying the authentication of users, proxies or 
servers. One would be motivated to do so to restrict access to the chat room to by 
certain participants. 

Claims 5-7, 8-9, 11-12 and 13-14 do not teach or define any new limitations 
above claims 1-4 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

4. Claims 10, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Masahide in view of Appleman and further in view of Greene, U.S. Patent No. 
6,668,173. 

Massahide teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a system and 
method for supporting communication and conveying commands to physical devices 
through an instant messaging protocol (see abstract). 

As to claim 10, Masahide teaches the intermediate controller of claim 8. 

Masahide in view of Appleman fail to teach the limitation wherein the processor is 
further programmed to serve as a wireless network proxy. 

However, Greene teaches a method and system for Instant Message user 
location tracking system for wireless devices (see abstract). Greene discloses a 
wireless IM server 19 for providing wireless instant messaging services (see fig. 1; col. 
4-5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Masahide and Appleman by implementing a 
wireless IM proxy server. One would be motivated to do so to allow mobile devices to 
interact and use an Instant Messaging service. 

Claims 15 does not teach or define any new limitations above claim 10 and 
therefore is rejected for similar reasons. 
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5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saleh Najjar whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4006. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am-6:00pm w/ 
first Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Saleh Najjar 

Primary Examiner / Art Unit 21 57 



